mon except that of combining with alkalies and earths.-
What substances, for instance, can be more dissimilar?
than sulphuric,, prussic, and uric acids ? Hence the dif^
ficulty of assigning , the general characters of the class
of acids, and the disputes which have arisen about the
propriety of classing certain bodies among acids. If
we lay it down as an axiom .that oxygen is the acidify-
ing principle, we-must either include among acids a
great number of bodies whicti iave not the smallest re-
semblance; to those substance^ which are at present
reekoned.acjdsi or exclude from the class several bodies
which have the properties of acids in perfection. . The
class of acids being perfectly arbitrary, there cannot be
such a thing as an acidifying principle in the most -ex-*
tensive sense of the word.

Berthollet haslately proposed a definition of acid, which,
though not unexceptionable, gives us, I think,, more
precise notions of this el$ss of bodies-than those former-
ly entertained. Acids, according to him, are bodies
capable of combining with alkalies, and of neutralizing
them, while, at the same time, they lose their acidity **
According to this notion, the capacity of neutralizing
each other constitutes the essential characters both of
acids and alkalies; and that acid which is capable of
neutralizing the greatest quantity of alkali possesses the
character of acidity in greatest perfection.. Were this
definition admitted, several bodies at present arranged
among acids would be excluded from that class. The
greatest objection to it is the existence of some substan-
ces which occasionally act the part both of acids and
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